?8	SYNTAX
forward of an amendment (no matter what or whose) may
be all that the writer meant to tell us of in the first instance;
the relative clauses are then non-defining clauses of descrip-
tion. On the other hand, both clauses may quite well be
meant to define; and it is even possible that the second is
meant to define, and the first not, though the coordination
is then of a kind that we shall show under c. to be improper.
Similarly, in the second sentence,' to portend developments'
may possibly be complete in itself; the whole might then be
paraphrased thus: ' It was thought that the matter would
not stop there: but it has'. More probably the clause is
meant to define: ' It was held to portend what have since
proved to be unrealized developments'. This view is con-
firmed, as we shall see, both by the use of * that' (not * which')
and by the absence of a comma before it.
Punctuation is a test that would not always be applicable
even if all writers could be assumed to punctuate correctly;
but it is often a guide to the writer's intention. For (i)
a non-defining clause should always be separated from the
antecedent by a stop; (2) a defining clause should never be
so separated unless it is either preceded by a parenthesis
indicated by stops, or coordinated with a former defining
clause or with adjectives belonging to the antecedent; as
in the following examples:
The only circumstance, in fact, that could justify such a course ...
It is he only who does this, who follows them into all their force and
matchless grace, that does or can feel their full value.—hazlitt.
Perfect types, that satisfy all these requirements, are not to be
looked for.
It will occur to the reader that our last two examples are
strictly speaking exceptions to the rule of defining clauses,
since they tell us only what is already implied, and could
therefore be removed without impairing the sense. That
is true to some extent of many parallel defining clauses :
they are admissible, however, if, without actually giving any

